State of New Jersey

DI1vISION OF RATE COUNSEL
31 CLINTON STREET, 11™FL

CHRIS CHRISTIE P. 0. Box 46005
Governor NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 07101
KIM GUADAGNO STEFANIE A. BRAND
Lt. Governor Director

December 2, 2011

By Regular Mail and Electronic Mail
Honorable Kristi Izzo, Secretary

New Jersey Board of Public Utilities
44 South Clinton Avenue, 9™ Floor
P.O. Box 350

Trenton, NJ 08625-0350

Re: In the Matter of a Generic Proceeding to Consider Prospective

Standards for Gas Distribution Utility Rate Discounts and

Associated Contract Terms and Conditions--

Public Service Electric and Gas Co., BPU Dkt. No. GT11090616

South Jersey Gas Co., BPU Dkt. No. GT11090617

New Jersey Natural Gas Co., BPU Dkt. No. GT11090618

Elizabethtown Gas Co., BPU Dkt. No. GT11090609

CORRECTIONS TO PREVIOUSLY FILED COMMENTS
Dear Secretary 1zzo:

Please accept for filing an original and ten copies of the following CORRECTIONS to
the comments dated November 28, 2011 on behalf of the New Jersey Division of Rate Counsel
(“Rate Counsel”) concerning proposed tariff sheets submitted by Elizabethtown Gas Company
(“ETG”), New Jersey Natural Gas Company (“NJNG”), Public Service Electric and Gas
Company (“PSE&G”), and South Jersey Gas Company (“SJG”) in the above-referenced matters.

Please date stamp the enclosed extra copy as “filed” and return to us in the enclosed self-

addressed, stamped envelope. Thank you for your consideration and attention to this matter.
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The paragraph at the top of page 6 of Rate Counsel’s comments states, in the first
sentence following the quoted material: “The tariff language proposed by ETG, PSE&G and SJG
does not limit rate discounts ....” A later sentence in the same paragraph states: “The ETG,
PSE&G and SJG tariff proposals are inconsistent with the Board’s intent ...”

The references to ETG in both sentences are in error. The first sentence should read: The
tariff language proposed by NING, PSE&G and SJG does not limit rate discounts ...,” and the
later sentence should read:: “The NING, PSE&G and SJG tariff proposals are inconsistent with
the Board’s intent ...” Please note that Rate Counsel’s recommendations in this regard are
correctly stated in the Conclusion on page 10 of the comments.

Respectfully submitted,

STEFANIE A. BRAND
Director, Division of Rate Counsel

Y,

Sarah H. Steindel, Esq.
Assistant Deputy Rate Counsel
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